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as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and,
for the further reason that a substance deficient in milk fat and high im
moisture had been substituted wholly or in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was food in package:
form, and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously
marked on the outside of the package.

On June 30, 1923, T. ¥. Gallagher, trading as Gallagher Bros., Chicago, 1%,
claimant, having admitted the allegations of the libel and consented to the
entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and
it was ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant
upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond im
the sum of $1,000, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in
part that it be reprocessed under the supervision of this department and
that the tubs be marked with the net contents thereof.

Howarp M. GorE, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11656. Adulteration of oranges. U. S. v. 500 Bushels of Oranges, OCon-
sent decrce of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
111:112141322 )’bond. (., & D. No. 17580. T1. S. Nos. 3498-v, 3499-v. S.kNo.

On June 27, 1923, the United States attorney for ‘the Northern District of:
Georgia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed¢ in the Dis-
trict Court of the United Statés for'said district a libel praying the seizure and
condemnation of 500 bushels of oranges at Atlanta, Ga., alleging-that the article
had been shipped by G. J. Anderson [E. K. Andérson], from Florence YVilla, Fla.,
on or ahout June 25, 1923, and transported from the State of Florida 'into the
State of Georgia, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel!for the reason that a sub-
stance, to wit, decomposed oranges ané tree-dried ofanges, which were inedible
and unmerchantable, had been mixed with the ‘article so‘as'to-reduce, lower,
and injuriously afféct its qualify, for the further reason that inedible, dry, and
unmerchantable oranges had been substituted in part for edible, juicy, and mer-
chantable oranges, and for the further reason that the said article consisted in
part of a decomposed vegetable substance. to wit, rotten oranges, tree-dried
oranges, and inedible oranges.

On June 28, 1923, W. F. Allen, claimant having admitted the ‘gllegations of
the libel and consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation and
forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be
released to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and
the execution of a bond in the sum of $300, in conformity with section 10 of
the act, conditioned in part that the claimant separate all the inedible, dry, or
rotten oranges from the product and that they be not disposed of in violation
of the law,

Howarp M. GorE, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11657, Adulteration of butter., U, 8. v. 33 Tubs of Butter. Decree 6f con-
demnation. Product released under bond. (F. & D. No. '17589.
I. 8. No. 1858-v; 8. No. E-4424.)

On July 2, 1923, the United States attorney for the District of Massachusetts,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel of information praying the seizure
and condemnation of 33 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Boston, Mass., alleging that the article had been shipped by the
Lebanon Creamery Co., Lebanon, Mo., on or about June 1, 1928, and trans-
ported from the State of Missouri into the State of Massachusetts, and charg-
ing adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a sub-
stance, to wit, excessive water, had been mixed and packed therewith so as to
reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength. Adulteration
was alleged for the further reason that a substance, to wit, a product deficient
in milk fat and high in moisture, had been mixed and packed therewith so as
to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength and had been
supstituted in whole or in part for butter, which the said article purported to
be. Adulteration was alleged for the further reason that a valuable’congtituent
of the artic¢le, to wit, butterfat, had been kin whole or in part abstracted.

On July 6, 1923, H. P. Belknap, trading as George A. Fales Co., Boston,
Mass., having entered an appearance as claimant for the property and having
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filed a sati§factory bond in conformity with section 10 of the act, judgment of
condemnation was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be
released to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings.

Howarp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11658, Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. 66 Tubs and 15 Tubs of Butter.
Decree of condemnation entered. Product released under bond.
(F. & D. No. 17590. 1. 8. Nos. 18838—v, 1884—y. 8. No. E—4425.)

On July 2, 1923, the United States attorney for the District of Massachuselts,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
‘Court of the United States for said district a libel of information praying the
seizure and condemnation of 81 tubs of butter, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at Boston, Mass., alleging that the article had been shipped
by the North Montpelier [Cooperative] Creamery, North Montpelier, Vt., on
or about June 20, 1923, and transported from the State of Vermont into the
State of Massachusetts, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food
and Drug$ Aect.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance, to wit, excessive water, had been mixed and packed therewith so as
to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, Adultera-
tion was alleged for the further reason that a substance, to wit, a product
deficient in milk fat and high in moisture, had been mixed and packed there-
with so as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength
and had been substituted in whole or in part for butter, which the said article
purported to be. Adulteration was alleged for the further reason that a
.valuable constituent.of the:article, {o'wit; butterfat, had been in whole or in
part abstracted.

On July 6, 1923, H. P. Belknap, trading as George A. Fales Co., Boston, Mass.,
having entered an appearance as claimant for the property and having filed
a satisfactory bond in conformity with section 10 of the aet, judgment of com-
demnation was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be
released to the said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings.

Howarp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11659, Adulteration of butter. U, S. v, 103 Tubs of Butter. Consent de-
cree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 17594, 1. 8. No. 4275—v. 8. No. C-4060.)

On July 2, 1923, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 103 tubs of butter, remaining unsold in the original tubs
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Butternut
Cooperative Creamery Co., from Butternut, Wis., June 20, 1923, and transported
from the State of Wisconsin into the State of Illinois, and charging adultera-
tion in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance deficient in milk fat and high in moisture had been mixed and
packed therewith so as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality
and strength and had been substituted in whole or in part for the said article.
Adulteration was alleged for the further reason that a valuable constituent of
the said article, to wit, butterfat, had been in part abstracted therefrom.

On July 7, 1923, the Butternut Cooperative Creamery Assoc., Butternut,
Wis., claimant, having admitted the allegations of the libel and consented to
the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered,
and it was ordered by the court that the product be released to the said
claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a
bond in the sum of $1,000, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned
in part that it be reprocessed under the supervision of this department.

Howarp M. Gore, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11660. Misbranding of cottonseed meal. U. S. v. Riverside Cotton 0il Co.,
a Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $100. (F. & D. No. 14352.
I. S. No. 12019-r.)

On July 16, 1921, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Texas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district an information against the Riverside
Cotton Oil Co., a corporation, Fort Worth, Tex., alleging shipment by said com-
pany, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or about Novem-



